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for 46 out of 148 deaths, or 31.08. The mean percentage
of deaths upon admissions is 28-29. Dr. Octavius Jepson,
the medical superintendent, and Mr. Whitfield Perkins, the
assistant medical officer, have our best thanks for great
pains and courtesy.

[Corrections for the Report on Wandsworth Asylum, Jan. 22nd, 1876.&mdash;
Attention has been called to the fact that the following sentence under the
heading "The House and Arrangements" seems to convey an impression
somewhat contradictory of the remarks offered upon the same topic in our
report on Brookwood :&mdash;" The effect of drafting quiet cases to such places
as Brookwood ...... is to waste power and opportunity, at the same time
leaving the wards of an asylum like Wandsworth crowded with excitable
cases." We certainly did not mean to imply that Brookwood Asylum con-
tained no excitable cases; on the contrary, we drew special notice to the
circumstance that many turbulent patients were there treated in the wards
with a-reat success and curative advantage, instead of being placed in
" seclusion." Nor do we think the old buildings at Brookwood superior to
those at Wandsworth. It was the new buildings at the more modern
asylum we commended, and it is impossible not to perceive that the con-
struction and arrangements whieh offer the greatest facilities for treating
insanity should be utilised for the cure of recent and curable cases. Mean-
while, the success of nnn-restraint at Brookwood is in no sense due to a
small proportion of unmanageable patients. The facts, as set out in the re-
port on Brookwood, tell all the other way. In stating the charge per head
of patients at Wandsworth we put down the " actual cost" in 1874-i.e.,
9,. 7d. The " charge was 10s. (M. Under " Results we gave the propor-
tion of deaths from "general paralysis" upon a total of 665 deaths,
omitting the 99 which occurred in 1871. The total should have been 754,
and the percentage of deaths from general paralysis 23.94.

THE METHODS OF WATER ANALYSIS.

ONE of the greatest difficulties which lie in the way of a
settlement of the important national question of water-

supply is the difference of opinion which has hitherto ex-
isted among chemists with regard to the estimation of &pound;

organic matter in water. There are two rival methods for

this estimation, each of which has been in use for some
years, and each of which has been extensively tested. One

is the method of Frankland and Armstrong, which gives
the organic carbon and nitrogen of the water; the other
that of Wanklyn and Chapman, which gives a quantity of
ammonia supposed to bear some constant proportion to the
organic matter. The former method has been employed in
the very numerous analyses executed for the Rivers’ Pollu-
tion Commission, and for the periodical reports published
by the Registrar-General, and also by a certain number of
independent chemists. The latter has been a more general
favourite, and is at the present time employed by the great
majority of water analysts. Dr. Lotheby, and, we .believe
no one else, continues to use the old permanganate process,
and (in the case of the London waters) to calculate the
organic matter by multiplying the permanganate indication
by 8; but as the futility of this process and the sheer

absurdity of the calculations founded on it have long been
abundantly demonstrated, it cannot be reckoned seriously
among methods of water analysis.
For some time past the controversy as to the respective

merits of the two methods to which we have referred has

slumbered, but it has recently been revived, only, we hope,
to be finally extinguished, by a lecture delivered by Dr.
Frankland on the 17th inst. to the Fellows of the Chemical

Society. Eight years ago Dr. Frankland described his

process, then new, in a similar lecture, and he now, after

eight years of constant working, states the results of his
experience, the improvements he has adopted, and the
general conclusions to which he has been led. The lecture
will be followed by a full discussion, but with the exception
of a short reply by Mr. Wanklyn, this discussion stands ad-
journed until the next meeting.
The matter in dispute has often been argued in these

pages. Both methods have been fully described, and the
respective advantages of each pointed out. Wanklyn’s
has the great merit of simplicity. It requires but little
practice, and no complex or expensive apparatus. It is,
moreover, rapid, and in short, if it were but trustworthy, it
would leave little to desire. Frankland’s, on the contrary,

requires considerable skill, and somewhat costly appliances,
and would give very fallacious results if badly worked. But
then, if difficult, it is satisfactory. It really gives com-
parable results, and tells us something of the organic matter
of the water, though not all we should like to know; while
Wanklyn’s method gives us at the best an unknown fraction
of the whole. It is objected by Mr. Wanklyn that in
Frankland’s method the actual errors of experiment are
greater in some cases than the quantities to be deter-
mined. But this statement is an "actual error" of Mr.

Wanklyn’s. Many careful trial experiments have proved the
reverse, and a study of the published analyses of the metro-
politan waters for the last few years affords a most complete
refutation to the objection. Not only are the results con-
cordant and probable in themselves, but they agree so well
with the fluctuations of flow and the accidents of supply
that it is impossible for anyone not strongly prejudiced to
doubt of their accuracy. The diagrams shown at the lecture,
enlarged from those in the last Rivers’ Pollution report,
brought out these agreements with singular force, and Dr.
Frankland was perfectly justified in pointing to them as the
strongest evidence of the value of his method.
We by no means wish to throw total discredit on the so.

called ammonia method. It is a useful qualitative process,
and, like many other qualitative processes, admits of a cer-
tain amount of comparison. It is impossible to infer the
actual quantity of organic matter from its indications, and
it is impossible, with any certainty, to make a quantitative
comparison between different waters. But simple processes
are all that are possible in many cases. The medical officer
of health in a country district can hardly be expected to
make a very elaborate analysis of the water of every cottage-
well, and he cannot shut up the well without some analysis.
In such cases qualitative tests, in addition to the total solid,
chlorine and nitric acid determinations, which are easy, must
decide, and the ammonia process occupies, we think, a use-
ful place among them.
This is all we can admit. The two methods ought not, we

are convinced, to be played on the same level of scientific ac-
curacy, and we trust that the progress of sanitary improve-
ment will no longer be delayed by any such contention.
The obstructives have already gained too much advantage
by the controversy. Its fruit has been shown in recent
letters in The Times, in which it was argued or implied that
nothing could or should be done towards the improvement
of our water-supply because "doctors disagreed" as to

the nature and significance of the contamination.

THE

OBSTETRICAL SOCIETY AND THE LICENCE
IN MIDWIFERY OF THE COLLEGE

OF SURGEONS.

AT a special meeting of the Council of the Obstetrical
Society of London, held on February 10th, 1876, the follow-
ing resolutions were passed, and subsequently forwarded to
the Council of the Royal College of Surgeons of Eng-
land :-

1. "That obstetric sciencp i an integral part of medicine,
and cannot be taught or practised with advantage to the
community apart from that full degree of knowledge and
skill in medicine and surgery which is held to be essential
for the safe practice of the healing art.

2. " That the Council of the Obstetrical Society of London
learn with regret that the Royal College of Surgeons of Eng-
land are legally required to admit persons to examination for
the Midwifery certificate who are not possessed of any other
medical qualification, and they beg leave to represent to
the College how injurious to the general interests of the
public and the profession would be the admission of persons


